260	Chap. 8—civil proceedings
entry has been made by leave and licence of the person
lawfully in possession (a), and a person so let into pos-
session may remain until the licence is revoked (6), which
can be done at any time (c}, unless it is a licence coupled
with an interest (d). But if the leave and licence is
contained in any agreement and is for the purpose of
authorising an owner or any person on his behalf to
retake possession of goods let under a hire-purchase
agreement in relation to which the Hire-Purchase Act,
1938, applies, it is void (e).
Damages.—In trespass damages are at large. The
plaintiff is entitled to some damages, though no actual
damage was done, and if the entry was accompanied by
circumstances of aggravation, such as violence, con-
temptuous or insulting language or wanton injury to
property, exemplary damages may be awarded (/).
Neither an owner nor his agent can escape liability for
any entry, if made for the purpose of taking possession
of goods let under a hire-purchase agreement in relation
to which the Hire-Purchase Act, 1938, applies, by reason
of the terms of any provision in any agreement relieving
him of liability, as such a provision is void (g).
2.—Trespass to Goods.
Unlawful acts may be done in relation to goods, which
are not actionable in trover, but yet are actionable as
trespasses to goods.
Any wrongful disturbance of or interference with the
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